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Dear Sir: 

Please enter this Interview Summary in the record to the above case. 

(1) All Participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel) : 

(1) Examiner Kishin G. Belani 

(2) Philip H. Sheridan, Attorney of Record 



(2) Date of Interview: May 26, 2010 
Type - Telephonic 
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(3) Substance of Interview: 

On May 26, 2010, Examiner Kishin G. Belani and the Applicant's representative (Philip 
H. Sheridan) discussed the finally rejected independent claims 1, 17, 24 and 25. The Applicant's 
representative notes that the Interview Summary mailed by the Examiner indicates that the 
interview took place on May 25, 2010. The Applicant's representative respectfully reminds the 
Examiner that although the interview was originally scheduled for Tuesday, May 25, 2010, the 
Examiner requested that the interview be pushed back to Wednesday, May 26, 2010, after the 
Applicant called to conduct the interview. 

With regard to independent claims 1 and 24, the Applicant's representative explained to 
the Examiner how prior art RDMA processes are initiated as disclosed in the background of the 
invention section and prior art Figure 3 of the current application. Next, the Applicant's 
representative explained how the prior art method for initiating an RDMA process differs from 
the method in the claims and as disclosed in the detailed description of the invention section and 
Figure 4 of the current application. Then, the Applicant's representative and the Examiner 
discussed the Osborne reference. The Applicant's representative noted that an initiation process 
is not specifically disclosed in Osborne. The Examiner argued that an initiation process must 
occur and does not explicitly need to be disclosed because it is obvious (despite the rejection of 
independent claim 1 being under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)). Further, the Examiner argued that he 
interprets the send command sent from an application to an operating system to be the initiation 
process. In response, the Applicant's representative noted that a send command sent between an 
application and an operating system fails to teach a single command message sent between the 
driver and the NIC , wherein the single command message comprises buffer command 
information, and a write command to write a send command. Additionally, the Applicant's 
representative noted that although an initiation process may occur in Osborne, the reference itself 
does not disclose the details of the initiation process and thus cannot disclose the Applicant's 
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initiation process set forth in independent claims 1 and 24. The Examiner maintained that the 
Osborne reference was sufficient in disclosing the claim limitations. 

With regard to independent claims 17 and 25, the Examiner acknowledged that the cited 
references failed to teach a single completion message sent between the driver and the NIC of the 
host comprising buffer freeing status information. Rather, the Examiner acknowledged that the 
sections of the Pandya reference cited by the Examiner merely disclose a message indicating the 
data transfer is complete is sent from the target to the initiator and that the completion message is 
passed up to the iSCSI layer where the message is processed and the buffers being used are 
released. However, the Examiner indicated that a NIC would not pass buffer freeing status 
information to the driver with the send complete indication (as recited in independent claims 17 
and 25) because the NIC cannot free buffers. In other words, despite acknowledging that the 
cited references failed to teach the claim limitations, the Examiner argued that the claims were 
not allowable because they were inoperable. 

No agreement was reached between the Examiner and the Applicant's representative. 
Date: July 1, 2010 Respectfully submitted, 



/Philip Henry Sheridan/ 
Philip Henry Sheridan 
Reg. No. 59,918 
Attorney for Applicant 
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